FREEDOM TO SPEAK 


It is time to rethink the matter of freedom of speech. American thought, 


al methods, possesses a very real danger of its own. 

But somehow we have not seemed to arrive at a satisfactory way of defend- 
ourselves simultaneously against McCarthyism and Communism. Current 
‘ussions seem to be centered in the question “How much of one must I put 

vith in order to protect myself from the other?” 

‘The not-so-cold war which has become a kind of unconscious background 
all our thinking still further complicates our American scene. Once upon a 
2 we could call upon “the real and present danger” doctrine in American le- 
thought to justify certain restrictions upon freedom of speech, confident 
<~ as the emergency had passed we Would return again to constitutional guar- 
2es of freedom. But now, as some of our British friends are pointing out, 
th the crisis having become chronic, we are like a man who thought he had 


-rded a local train only to find he is riding a non-stop express. 


Privilege or Responsibility? 
> is time therefore to rethink the 
tter of free speech. Is freedom of 
ech appropriate only for petticoat 
jods in history? Are we only to 
ak our thoughts when they are no 
ger significant because the problems 
which they refer have been solved 
yer by dictatorship or disaster? Is 
edom of speech something which is 
inted by a great and noble govern- 
nt to its humble subjects in return 
- their willingness to keep their 
uths shut on all significant issues? 
is it something that men possess as 
yod-given right and which govern- 
nts protect if men are to remain 
e? 
W hat are the Limits? 
Jne must also ask, “How are the 
its to freedom of speech to be deter- 
ned?” Or are there to be any limits 
all on freedom of speech? Shall men 
simply allowed to run off at the 
uth without relation to the welfare 
1 security of society in general? Or, 
it just possible that men generally 
. better served in the long run by 
swing them to commit all sorts of 
yt run verbal indiscretions in the 
cess of which they learn the truth? 
so, what of the human casualties of 
h a process? 
Basic Postulates 
+ is high time to rethink the matter 
freedom of speech! Let’s begin with 
ristian postulates. 
(1) Freedom of speech grows out of 
n’s responsibility to discover and 
re the truth which God makes avail- 
e to him. ‘ ; 
(2) As such it is not simply a priv- 
re or a right but also a responsi- 
ity. “If the lion roars who will not 
mble, if the Lord speaks who will 
Continued on P. 3 


AT PORTLAND 

The following activities at the Inter- 
national Convention at Portland, Ore- 
gon, July 5-9, 1953, will be of particu- 
lar importance to those interested in 
social education and action and the 
pee of the Department of Social Wel- 
are. 
¢ Sunday night, July 5. Disciples 
Peace Fellowship, 9:45 p. m. in Colo- 
nial Room of the Multnomah Hotel, 
Round Table Discussion, “On Being a 
Christian in a World of Conflict,” led 
by James A. Lollis, Barton Hunter, and 
Warner Muir. Audience participation. 
© Monday, July 6, 3:10-5:00 p. m. 
Clinic on social education and action, 
Unitarian Church auditorium. Round 
table and audience participation. Social 
action at the local level: Samuel F. 
Freeman, Jr., and Harold L. Lunger 
(invited). On the state level: LaVern 
Kinsel. At the national level: Barton 
Hunter. James A. Crain, presiding. 
Showing of sound filmstrip “First 
Church Serves Its Community.” 
° Monday, July 6, 5:00-7:00 p. m. An- 
nual dinner and business meeting of 
Disciples Peace Fellowship, YMCA. 
Election of officers and formation of a 
National Sponsors Committee. 
© Monday Night, July 6, 9:45 p. m. 
Colonial Room, Multnomah Hotel. Rosa 
Page Welch, “The Conflict of Race, 
Color and Culture as I saw it.” 
© Tuesday Night, July 7, 9:45 p. m. 
Colonial Room, Multnomah Hotel, pan- 
el discussion, ‘Freedom to Know— to 
Think and to Speak,” led by Dr. Lin D. 
Cartwright, President Eugene L. 
Briggs, and Dr. Paul J. Raver (in- 
vited). ; 

Members of the convention and their 
friends will be welcome at all these 
meetings. 
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WHAT’S BEHIND TROUBLES 
IN AFRICA? 


Africa has suddenly plumped into 
the news spotlight as area of world un- 
rest. British-Egyptian relations are 
at the breaking point as we write. 
France is in difficulty with Tunisia. 
British settlers are being massacred 
by Mau Mau tribesmen in Kenya. The 
Malan policies in South Africa threat- 
en to cause an explosion at any mo- 
ment. Only the Union of South Africa, 
Ethiopia, Egypt, Libya, and little 
Liberia can claim to be masters in 
their own house, and in some in- 
stances, aS in Egypt, this mastery is 
not complete. On the other hand, Euro- 
pean countries like Britain, France, 
Portugal, Belgium, and Spain hold 
areas many times larger than their 
own lands and with populations far 
greater than their own. 


What has happened to cause Africa, 
so long regarded as an unexplored con- 
tinent inhabited by primitive peoples, 
to become suddenly a center of world 
unrest ? 


For one thing Africa has suddenly 
awakened to self-consciousness. Some 
African peoples, Egypt, Ethiopia, Tu- 
nisia, Morocco, for examples, have dis- 
covered that they were powerful na- 
tions with histories and cultures when 
Europeans were still barbarians. Weak 
rulers and static cultures made them 
easy prey to conquest. Civilization in 
the form of airplanes, radios, motor 
cars, and the like, have reached primi- 
tive tribes in the interior. Mission- 
aries have taught them the dignity and 
worth of man as a child of God, and 
black men wearing loin cloths have be- 
come aware of the Four Freedoms. 
They too have discovered that they 
have a culture that extends back 
through the centuries, primitive and 
inadequate though it be. The comings 
and goings of white men, explorers, 
hunters, traders, government officials, 
missionaries, have shown them some- 
thing of what life is like on the outside 
and how barren and poverty-stricken 
their own is in comparison with what 
others have. 


Continued on P. 4 
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IS THEIR PURPOSE 
INTIMIDATION AND FEAR? 


The continuing charge of Chairman 
Velde of the Un-American Activities 
Committee and Rep. Jackson, a member 
of that committee, that Communists 
have insinuated themselves into Amer- 
ican churches and that a good many 
ministers are following the Commun- 
ist ‘line’ raises a serious question as to 
their real purpose. Though they talk 
darkly about ministers who serve the 
Communist cause, they have named so 
far only one, Bishop G. Bromley Ox- 
nam of the Washington Area of The 
Methodist Church. Bishop Oxnam met 
that charge with such vigor and effect- 
iveness that the committee should be 
discouraged from further activity 
along this line. But evidently it is not. 


The nationwide reaction to Mr. Vel- 
de’s attack upon the churches was such 
that he has been compelled to soft pe- 
dal that phase of his campaign and has 
now turned his guns against certain 
ministers as yet unnamed (except for 
Bishop Oxnam) whom he declares are 
serving the Communist cause. 


Ministers of the gospel occupy no 
privileged status in our country, except 
in the matter of confidential communi- 
cations between the minister or priest 
and a parishioner provided for by law. 
If a minister violates the law he can 
be punished the same as other citizens. 
But he cannot be legally punished for 
holding or expressing opinions or for 
belonging to organizations which in 
themselves are not illegal. This is the 
very heart of the American doctrine of 
freedom of speech, freedom of assem- 
bly, and freedom of worship. As a 
matter of fact, several thousand openly 
avowed members of the Communist 
Party walk our streets under the pro- 
tection of our laws while other men 
who are merely suspected of Commu- 
nist sympathies are hounded by this 
committee and its imitators. 


From the vagueness of the charges 
and the flimsiness of the evidence pro- 
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WASHINGTON ROUND-UP 


_sSmoot-Hawley? The names “Smoot- 
Hawley” evoke memories of the disas- 
trous high tariff policy followed by 
the U.S. in the years following World 
War I. This program of high protec- 
tive tariffs gave way in the 1930’s to 
the Reciprocal Trade Agreements Pro- 
gram largely associated with the name 
of former Secretary of State Cordel 
Hull. The theory of reciprocity recog- 
nized that we cannot erect a tariff 
wall to keep foreign commodities out of 
this country without at the same time 
preventing our own goods from being 
shipped abroad. Now, after more than 
20-years, this theory is again being 
challenged as Congress considers ex- 
tension of the current reciprocal trade 
Act which expires June 30, 1953. Pres- 
ident Eisenhower has asked that the 
Act be extended for one year in its 
present form to give the Administra- 
tion an opportunity to consider its fu- 
ture foreign trade policy. Before the 
President submitted his proposal, a 
high tariff bill which would seriously 
restrict imports into the U.S. was in- 
troduced, with powerful Republican 
backing by Rep. Richard Simpson (R- 
Pa.) 

—>Tariff Wall: The use of tariffs to 
protect domestic industry is a common 
device of all nations. The Eisenhower 
and Simpson bills present for this ses- 
sion of Congress the liberal and pro- 
tectionist methods for using this weap- 
on. Backing the Eisenhower proposal 
are U.S. businessmen, farmers, and 
others who deal in the import-export 
trade with foreign countries. Support- 
ers of the Simpson bill include domes- 
tic businessmen who fear the compe- 
tition of goods from overseas. 
—>Trade or Aid? The issue at stake in 
the fight over tariffs is symbolized by 
the current slogan in some quarters of 
‘trade not aid.” This suggests that 
Americans substitute a business rela- 
tionship with foreign countries in 
which they earn their own way instead 
of depending upon U.S. foreign aid 
grants. This calls to mind the fact that 
the $36 billion in U.S. foreign aid funds 
appropriated for other countries since 
the war is approximately the difference 
between our exports and imports in the 
seven post war years. We have ship- 
ped abroad about $36 billion more of 
our commodities than we have received 
from foreign countries. The “trade not 
aid” slogan suggests, whether its spon- 
sors intended it to or not, that we lib- 
eralize our tariffs sufficiently to permit 
foreign countries to ship goods to this 
country equalling our foreign aid 
grants since the war. This is substan- 
tially the position being taken by 
spokesman for the Eisenhower Admin- 
istration and most Democrats. The con- 
servative high tariff forces, which are 
predominantly Republican, see in this 
suggestion a threat to U.S. industry, 
and possibly unemployment and de- 
pression, 
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—_>Interdependence: The Eisenho 1 
Administration is also emphasizing th 
one-world nature of modern industria 
civilization. They point out that thi 
country was forced to import over 7 
different raw materials during Worle 
War II. For many of these commodi- 
ties the U.S. is totally dependent up 
foreign sources and others are nee 
to supplement domestic output e 
for a peace time economy. Besides i 
ports mostly involving raw materi 
this country exports a large share 
its production of such items as cott 
wheat, other grains and farm produce 
as well as machinery of all types. 
countries to which we export th 
commodities must either be permitted 
to earn their own way by shipping us 
their products, or continue to receive 
the goods free as a part of a foreign 
aid program. If both of these alterna 
tives are turned down then large see 
tions of U.S. industry must be cur. 
tailed for lack of markets. This is ai 
issue of interest to the taxpayer who! 
supports foreign aid programs, the! 
worker whose job is jeopardized, ané 
the consumer who must pay hig 
prices for domestic products protecte 
by high tariffs. 


—The Bills: The Eisenhower a 
Simpson bills both attempt to deal wi 
this problem on a short-range bas 
But the President’s program does a’ 
tempt to keep tariff rates appro 
mately at their present levels whi 
the Administration develops a longe 
range approach to foreign economi 
problems. The Simpson bill, which i 
also generally supported by foes o 
large scale foreign aid, would open uf 
the question of higher tariff rates for 
many commodities. Furthermore, Rep, 
Simpson asks that the discretionary 
authority now enjoyed by the Presiden 
be eliminated in tariff rate increase 
cases. He wants the decision of the U.S. 
Tariff Commission to be final in suc 
matters. The increases involved are 
made under an “escape clause” con 
tained in the U.S. reciprocal trade act 
which means that agreements nego 
tiated with other nations are always 
subject to change if any industry group 
in this country files a petition with the 
Commission claiming that imports are 
seriously injuring their business. The 
“escape clause” itself is considered bad 
medicine for stable trade relations 
since foreign businessmen may invest. 
much time and money in opening up 
markets in the U.S. only to find a 
higher tariff rate imposed which makes. 
business unprofitable. Liberal tariff ad- 
vocates feel that the President must 
continue to have a veto power ove 
these “escape clause” rate increases 
There are indications that Rep. Simp. 
son may be willing to compromise thi: 
point for the time being in exchan 
for certain assurances from the Wht 
House. 


R.A. 
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ON SOCIAL FRONTIERS 


e End of an Era. “I speak with 
» humility when I touch this sub- 
but I must say that white skin 
n’t count for much in the world 


rican churches are too white. Our 
ch organizations are too white. 
where people asked me why Ne- 
"missionaries are not being sent out. 
Low my own Negro people are part- 
blame for this and I expect to con- 
ie to challenge them on it. But I 
that everywhere men are broth- 
—whether they act like it or not.” 
rs. Rosa Page Welch, speaking to 
board of Trustees of The United 
‘istian Missionary Society, on re- 
a from her trip around the world.) 


* * * 


siggest Give-away in History. It is 
ly that time will verify Senator 


country knew what they were los- 
, the Holland bill could never have 
sed. The backers of the bill must de- 
d upon the lack of knowledge and 
indifference of the public to allow 
bill to go through by default.” Sen- 
-r Douglas submitted a study show- 
= the amount of income to the school 
Idren of the various states that 
uld have accrued under the Ander- 
a-Hill bill that would have retained 
feral control of the off-shore oil lands 
~ the benefit of education. Based on 
2 U.S. Geological Survey estimate of 
0 billion (some estimates are as 
th as $200 billion), at a royalty rate 
121% percent and 20 percent respec- 
rely, and on the enrolled school at- 
idance of children 5-17 years of age, 
ere would have been available for 
r badly depleted educational funds 
ore than $6 billion dollars at 12% 
rcent and more than $12 billion at 
' percent. As it stands, unless the 
ipreme Court holds the law uncon- 
tutional, the Congress have given 
vay to a few states resources valued 
a minimum of $50 billion that from 
e beginning of our history has be- 
aged to all of the people. 


* * * 


Cocktail Party. “Of all forms of 
ass alcoholism, the cocktail party is 
e most painful to any participant 
en partially sober. It is a sad com- 
ont on human progress that, after 
any centuries of effort, mankind has 
hieved no better form of group self- 
tertainment than horrible big or lit- 
. cocktail parties, with all standing 
ound on aching arches, all that 
mping of inane conversation. Here 
the most infantile of all adult social 
versions.” (From “I Don’t Like 
runks,” by Don Herold, Reader’s Di- 
st, January, 1953.) 
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not prophesy.” This is the Christian’s 
commission. A man in possession of 
truth afraid or unwilling to share it is 
a man under the condemnation of God. 
_ (38) Man’s responsibility in such case 
1s not to any government—or at least 
it is only secondarily to government— 
it is first of all to God. 

(4) Since all our human statements 

of truth are only partial and fraught 
with error it is obvious that we cannot 
base our thinking about freedom of 
speech purely on the question of the ac- 
curacy of a man’s judgment. 
_ Truth is never a finished product. It 
is a tree growing, a building being 
constructed, a poem in the process of 
creation, history unfolding or civiliza- 
tion developing. This means that no 
present statement of it is ever ade- 
quate, but that every present statement 
of it is helpful. It also means that state- 
ments of truth which conflict or appear 
to conflict with one another may be 
especially helpful because they point 
to a larger or a different statement of 
truth more adequate than either. Hon- 
est difference of opinion is of God and 
is therefore to be highly treasured. 

(5) Therefore all honest and sin- 
cere expressions of opinion must be en- 
couraged. One dare not by suppressive 
measures take a chance on losing parts 
of the truth. We cannot, for example, 
subscribe to the Roman Catholic doc- 
trine that error has no rights. In order 
to protect the growth of truth in hum- 
an societies we are compelled to permit 
the free expression of even erroneous 
opinions. It is not a question of wheth- 
er the person speaking is mistaken. It 
is rather a question of whether he is 
honest In his intent to share what he 
understands to be the truth. 

(6) Conversely, then, any deliberate 
intent to deceive, however expressed or 
defended, is wrong and should be vig- 
orously opposed on the grounds that it 
stands in the way of the revealing of 
truth. It is this fact that places the 
first major qualification upon freedom 
of speech. It is the intent to deceive 
that raises a question about a man’s 
right to speak, not the nature of the 
ideas expressed. Even here it is im- 
portant to note that the qualification 
on freedom of speech should come, not 
in the denial of the opportunity to ex- 
press even deliberate falsehood, but in 
the form of penalties following it for 
intentional misrepresentation. 

(7) The concept of freedom of 
speech must never be employed to jus- 
tify the intentional use of partial truth 
(which is the only kind we have!) to 
injure the reputation or welfare of an- 
other human being. Partial truth may 
serve either to hurt or to help human 
beings depending upon the use to which 
it is put. It seems obvious that at times 
it may be used with the best of inten- 
tions and still result in injury to others. 
But the deliberate use of a truth (or 
an untruth) to hurt another is from 


METHODISTS SET UP NEW 
SOCIAL ACTION AGENCY 


In conformity with directions issued 
by the last General Conference, officials 
of the Methodist Church have set up a 
new social education and action agency 
to be known as the Board of Social and 
Hconomic Relations, with offices at 
740 Rush Street, Chicago, Illinois. A. 
Dudley Ward, lately associated with 
the Department of the Church and Ec- 
onomic Life of the National Council of 
Churches, has been called as the execu- 
tive of the new organization. Decision 
to establish the new agency was speed- 
ed because of criticism of the unofficial 
Methodist Federation for Social Serv- 
ice. 


FREEDOM AND DEMOCRACY 


SUNDAY 

Nearly 750 churches have sent in 
orders for materials for the obser- 
vance of Freedom and Democracy 
Sunday, July 5. This is the final re- 
minder. Materials available include 
suggestions for ministers, sugges- 
tions for lay speaker, worship serv- 
ices for church worship, Sunday 
school and youth groups, and a beau- 
tiful two-color poster. Order today! 


the religious point of view inexcusable 
and points to the need for a second 
class of qualifications upon freedom of 
speech. The intent to injure another by 
the dissemination of either an untruth 
or a truth is wrong, though the same 
act motivated by a different intent may 
be right. 

(8) No attempt to limit freedom of 
speech in any way whatsoever can be 
justified except on the grounds that the 
communication involved is intended to 
deceive or mislead or that it is deliber- 
ately and primarily intended to injure 
the reputation, well-being, or security 
of another. 

In a Nutshell 

Freedom of speech from the Chris- 
tian point of view is not so much a 
right as a responsibility. Man must 
speak his understanding of the truth 
at whatever cost to himself because 
God wills it. Freedom of speech is a 
battle cry not a storm cellar. 

The intention involved is all impor- 
tant in freedom of speech. The intent 
must be first to tell the truth and sec- 
ond to protect and help the sons of 
God! The intent to deceive or the in- 
tent to injure others even by telling the 
truth are without justification. 

Upon these premises men must make 
their decisions and take their stands. 
Other considerations such as the secur- 
ity of an institution or the defense of 
a treasured way of life are not relevant 
and when introduced into the discus- 
sion tend invariably to confuse the is- 
sue and reduce the practice of real 
freedom of speech. 

A birthright of freedom traded for 
a mess of security is abomination in 
the sight of God. 


B.H. 
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These millions of native Africans 
have suddenly jumped from primitiv- 
ism into the middle of the twentieth 
century, having hurdled the inter- 
vening steps in the process of cul- 
tural progress. They are physically fit, 
mentally alert, and in no sense inferior 
to other peoples except in lack of op- 
portunities. They demand to be heard 
and they will be heard. 


Another factor in the situation is 
that Africans have just discovered how 
immensely wealthy their continent is. 
The white man discovered it more than 
a hundred years ago. That accounts for 
the grabbing of African possessions by 
European powers. The white man tried 
to keep his discovery quiet but he could 
not dig for diamonds or collect rubber, 
coco and palm oil without native help. 
And little by little the Africans discov- 


ered that others were exploiting their 
priceless natural resources. 


The Twentieth Century Fund has re- 
cently announced that it is undertaking 
a “major factual and interpretative 
study of the peoples, countries and re- 
sources of tropical Africa and the eco- 
nomic, social and political problems in- 
volved in their development.” For the 
purpose it has called Dr. George T. H. 
Kimble, who resigned his post as direc- 
tor of the American Geographical So- 
ciety to undertake the job. The re- 
search team, says the announcement, 
will concentrate on that part of Africa 
which lies between the Sahara and the 
Union of South Africa, with special at- 
tention to non-self-governing territor- 
ies. 


“In the first place,” says Dr. Kimble, 
“Africa has almost certainly the larg- 
est untapped reservoir of material re- 
sources in the world. It has workable 
deposits of almost every important 
mineral, enough water power to sup- 
ply the world with hydro-electricity, 
and enough wood to keep it in cellulose, 
plastics, wood sugars and industrial al- 
cohol; and, for good measure, it is cap- 
able of raising every crop under the 
sun.” 


Another reason for the emergence of 
Africa as a world trouble spot is its 
strategic position in our divided world. 
According to Dr. Kimble, Africa ‘“‘oc- 
cupies a pivotal position in our politi- 
cally divided but economically inter- 
dependent world. Tanganyika is han- 
dier to Russia than Texas, and more 
tempting strategically.” 


Whether Western powers like it or 
not colonialism has no future, in Af- 
rica or anywhere else. The next few 
years will see Africa, in the words of 
Dr. Kimble, “giving birth to a whole 


MINISTRY TO MIGRANTS— 
MIDWEST AREA 


With the coming of Rev. William E. 
Scholes to the Midwest Areas as Super- 
visor of Migrant Work the Department 
of Social Welfare and the Divi- 
sion of Home Missions of the NCCC 
have worked out some new working re- 
lationships, one of which is that the 
recruitment of young people for the 
summer staff working among agricul- 
tural migrants is now the responsi- 
bility of the department. However, the 
final selection of qualified young peo- 
ple from those making applications is 
shared mutually by the department and 
the Midwest office. 


This year the Disciple group was 
selected and assigned as of April 21 
which is much earlier than in former 
years. Such a procedure is advantag- 
eous to the students who have been se- 
lected because definite assignment en- 
ables them to plan their summer more 
carefully. Also, early acceptance and 
assignment of workers makes possible 
a more effective ministry to the areas 
to be served. 


The following young people will rep- 
resent the Disciples of Christ on the 
Midwest summer staff for this year: 
® Miss Dorothy Ault, College of the Bible, 

Lexington, Kentucky. 


@ Miss Helen Blackburn, teacher, Topeka, 
Kansas. 

© Miss Faye Feltner, Yale Divinity School. 

© Mr. and Mrs. Randel Martin, College of 
the Bible, Lexington, Kentucky. 


® Miss Elma Jane Newburn, Culver-Stockton 
College, Canton, Missouri. 


Miss Blackburn, Miss Feltner and Mr. and 
Mrs. Martin are missionary candidates. Miss 
Feltner also served effectively on the summer 
staff of 1952. 

Young people who are looking for- 
ward to such a workcamp experience 
in the future should write to the de- 
partment of social welfare right away 
so that they may receive mailings from 
time to time and also have the oppor- 
tunity to place their application in am- 
ple time for consideration in the com- 
ing year. 

R.E.M. 


brood of sovereign powers, each of 
which is being wooed by the enemies, 
as well as by the friends, of freedom.” 
The people of the United States, who 
were the first in our modern world to 
strike for freedom and independence, 
should see to it that our government 
takes steps to assist these peoples to 
achieve a freedom that is genuine and 
an independence that is real, even 
though we have to stand against 
friendly colonial powers that do not 
want to surrender their rich prizes. 
Failure to do so will give the initiative 
to those whose promises of freedom 
are an illusion and whose independence 
means the slavery of a satellite state 
that 1s IN Many respects worse than 
colonialism. 

J.A.C. 
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Continued from P. 2 


duced one can fairly conclude that their 
real purpose is more to create fear and 
intimidation than to reveal Commu 
nists. That they are succeeding in this 
is evident from things that are con. 
tinually happening. Lawyers, doctors, 
public school teachers and college pro 
fessors have been fired from their job 
for‘ no more reason than they wer¢ 
called to testify by the committee. A 
bill has been introduced in the Califor 
nia legislature to require every incomé 
tax payer to sign a loyalty oath, on 
pain of forfeiting exemptions, dedue 
tions or possible refunds, and possible 
imprisonment if he fails to do sé 
Radio broadcasters say that privatel 
many legislators don’t like the bill but 
fear to vote against anything aimet 
at subversives. To show how far fea 
intimidation has gone in the educa 
tional world, the trustees of Contr 
Costa College, in northern California 
were reported on a CBS news broa¢ 
cast as having voted to permit the 
teaching of the facts about Marxisi 
Communism in the college classes but 
with tape recorders being installed il 
class rooms to make sure that ne 
opinions were expressed. 


The House UnAmerican Activities 
Committee may have done some gooé 
in exposing Communists, but the harm 
it has done by instilling fear into the 
hearts of our citizens far outweighs 
anything constructive it may have ac. 
complished. When men are branded as 
traitors because they take a stand on 
the Fifth Amendment to the Constitu- 
tion and are sent to jail because they 
refuse to answer questions of a Con- 
gressional committee it is time to de- 
fend the liberty of the individual in the 
United States. 4 


Former Ambassador to Russia, 
George F. Kennan, generally credited 
with being the author of President 
Truman’s ‘containment’ policy, speak- 
ing at Notre Dame University on April 
15, in connection with dedication cere- 
monies of a new building, declared that 
a “cultural pattern similar in some re- 
spects to the Iron Curtain of our ad- 
versaries” is being drawn around the 
United States. In evident reference 0. 
Congressional Red hunters he said, 
“The forces of intolerance and political 
demagogery are greedy forces and un- 
restrained. There is no limit to their 
ambitions or their impudence.” In the 
name of saving us from Communism, 
he said, they “impel us to many of the 
habits and thought and action which 
our Soviet adversaries, I am sure, 
would most like to see us adopt and 
which they have tried unsuccessfully 
to graft on us.” q 
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